2537 Regent St., Apt. 202 
Berkeley, Calif. 94?04 
May 13, 1968 


Harold Weisberg 
Route 7 (or is it 8 ?) 
Frederick, Maryland 21701 


Dear Harold, 

Thanks for your letters of 5/t/GQ and 5A« I a® returning the partial 
index to CD 7 which you sent. Jim Schmitt has the indexes to CD's 7 (on order 
before your letter), 75« 205, 301, 441, and 722. We would like to see and 
perhaps copy any others which you now have or will get. I am enclosing Jim's 
cross-listing of the index to CD 75* (I hope that this rather bad carbon 
copy is adequate.) There is also a 4 page letter which Jim asked me to 
copy for you. 

I don't have a copy of the Freedom of Information Bill; I do have the 
references for the statements in the Federal Register by several agencies, 
concerning the procedures for requesting access to specific documents. (I 
asked the Justice Department for Quigley's copy of the Lamont she pamphlet; 
the FBI has no copies in its files now, having transfered all of them to the 
Archives, I am told.) Hal might get to check the Stanford files; I do not have 
the time now. I do not know how they are gfggsfci organized. 

Lane and liebeler spoke in this area (separately) last week; Hal taped 
both. Liebeler said that the CIA report on Oswald's access to classified 
information on the 0-2 (CD 931) relates to an investigation done before the 
assassination, after Oswald's defection. I had carelessly assumed that this 
was an investigation the CIA did for the Warren Commission, but it is a CIA. 
memo to Hoover, not to the Commission. However, it does not seem to be in the 
list of the contents of the FBI headquarters file on Oswald as of 11 /22 (CE 834). 
Also, it was sent to the Commission some time after the CIA's "official g%sr 
dossier" on Oswald (CD 692 ) and was presumably not included. Strange. 

Liebeler also indicated that the CIA never found out who the man in CE237 
is. The best he could do on 5^ Camp was to suggest that Oswald considered 
getting an office there and used the address although he never got the office. 
Liebeler is sharp enough not to try to defend the Commissioners, the FBI, or 
all details of the Warren Report; what comes out is largely a defense of 
Wesley J. He put down you and Lane, but not in a forceful or nasty way. His 
position on Garrison seems to be that he may have come across one of the many 
conspiracies to kill JFK that probably existed at the discussion stage. As we 
knew, Liebeler can be quite talkative before a sympathetic audience (this was 
at Mills College); but I got the impression that he had some convenient lapses 
of memory. He becomes quite careful when he realizes that he is talking with 
someone who knows the facts. 

I find this business about Thornley quite curious. It's no crime to be 
reactionary , vulgar, or otherwise unpleasant. I have no real idea how he is 
alleged to be connected to the other elements of the case. I tend not to trust 
witnesses to things that happened so long ago. (Thornley is mentioned on 
several pages of CD 75, do you know what is in there?) 


Sincerely, 
Paul L. Hoch 



